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WEDNESDAY, JULY 3, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SuscomMiTree To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act 
AND OTHER INTERNAL Securrry Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11 a. m., in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; William A. Rusher, 
associate counsel, Benjamin Mandel, research director, and F. W. 
Schroeder, chief i inv estigator. 

Mr. Morris. Are the “following witnesses present, please? If they 
are please say so for the record. 

Milton Burns? 

Mr. Ravn. Heis here. 

Mr. Morris. And he will listen to Senator Hruska’s opening state- 
ment. 

DeW itt Gilpin ? 

Mr. Ravn. He is here. 

Mr. Morris. Andrew R. Newhoff? 

Mr. Ravn. He is here. 

Mr. Morris. And they will be present during Senator Hruska’s 
statement. Let the record so show. 

Senator Hruska. If at any time the witnesses will not be able to 
hear me while I read this rather lengthy statement, I wish they 
would make it known so I can speak louder or have them move closer 
because we want to be sure they hear it. 

This meeting of the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee is being held pursuant to the rules of that com- 
mittee and under the authority with which it is vested. This authority 
is not only by reason of the inherent power of the Congress and its 
committees to conduct investigations as a part of its legislative process 
but also by reason of Senate Resolution 366 of the 81st Congress, 
and Senate Resolution 58 of the 85th Congress, and pertinent parts 
of rules of the Judiciary Committee, copies of which have been duly 
furnished to the witnesses before us today and to their counsel as 
well. 

This subcommittee is charged with and engaged in making a com- 
plete and continuing study and investigation of: The administration, 
operation, and enforcement of the Internal Security Act of 1950, title 
T of which contains, among other things, a provision prohibiting em- 
ployment of members of Communist-action groups in defense facili- 
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ties; and the administration, operation, and enforcement of other 
laws relating to espionage, sabotage, and protection of the internal 
security of the United States: and the extent, nature, and effects of 
subversive activities, and infiltration by persons who are or may be 
under the domination of the foreign government or organization con- 
trolling the world Communist movement or any other movement seek- 
ing to overthrow the Government of the United States by force and 
violence. 

The subject of inquiry at this particular session will include the 
subcommittee’s continued study and investigation in the general fields 
and respects already referred to. 

It will also include, but not be limited to, the following: The exist- 
ence, activity, programs, and objectives of the Communist “Party of the 
United States of America, and any other Communist Party, organiza- 
tion or movement which seeks to or is engaged in efforts to overthrow 
the Government of the United States by force and violence, or to 
engage in illegal and subversive acts toward those ends; the location of 
hea adquarte rs or offices of such parties, organizations, or movements; 
the methods, agencies, and other organizations by or through which 
they are engaging or seeking to engage in such illegal and subversive 
acts or to obtain or execute such ac tivi ities, programs, or objec tives. 

Also, to ascertain the membership in such parties, organizations, and 
movements, from whence and by whom they were rec ruited ; by whom 
they are employed, in what capacities, and the nature of the work they 
do; the training and instructions, if any, such members are given in 
regard to and for the execution or attainment of the programs, objec- 
tives, and activities of such parties, organizations, or movements, and 
by whom such training or instructions are given; the number of such 
persons recruited for membership, and their names and identities in 
order that they also may be interviewed or questioned on like subjects 
and in like manner as outlined and described herein. 

It is the plan and intention of this subcommittee to ask of today’s 
witnesses, questions which will bear upon and relate to the subject of 
inquiry as just described. 

Questions asked of these witnesses will also include such as these: 
Whether the witness is or has been a member of the Farm Equipment 
Workers Union, and if so, when and for how long; the names of the 
present officers of said union, or those who were officers of the union 
during such membership, if any; similar questions in regard to the 
United Auto W orkers; and to the United Electrical, Radio, and Ma- 
chine Workers Union: whether to the knowledge, information, or 
observation of witness a Communist cell or organization was existent 
or active within any of these unions I just named, and if so, the extent 
of the activity in, or the control of, the union as exercised or possessed 
by such Communist cell or organization; in what fashion and by what 
means such activity or control was achieved. 

Whether the witness is now or ever has been a member of or active 
in the Communist Party of the United States of America or any 
other Communist Party, organization, or movement having for its 
objective, or seeking the overthrow of the United States Government 
by force and violence or the commission of any illegal or subversive 
acts; and, if so, the details as to such membership or activity, the 
knowledge, information, or observation of witness as to the pro- 
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grams and objectives of such party, organization, or movement within 
the labor unions referred to hereinabove, and any activities relating 
thereto; whether witness attended any meetings of any Communist 
Party or organization since he joined the United Auto W orkers or 
the Farm Equipment W orkers Union, or the United Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers Union, and, if so, the particulars relating 
thereto; whether witness knows of members of the United Auto 
Workers Union or the Farm Equipment Workers Union who are or 
have been members of or active in the Communist Party of the United 
States of America, or any other Communist Party, organization, or 
movement which has for its objective or which seeks the overthrowing 
of the Government of the United States by force and violence, and, 
if so, how many such union members did so join, where and by whom 
they are or were employed, the nature of the work in which they 

were or are engaged; and their names and identities and other related 
information. 

The subject of inquiry as referred to hereinabove has an urgent, 
present legislative purpose and necessity. Among other reasons for 
this is the fact that testimony already taken by this subcommittee 
indicates that existing legislation in this field has its shortcomings. 
On May 8, 1957, Robert L. Applegate, the Staff Director of the In- 
dustrial Security Programs Division of the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense, testified before this committee. Although this subject 
immediately at hand was the communication system, this statement 
by him is pertinent: 

Up to this time we have been unable to satisfactorily meet under existing 
legislation all the security problems which arise in this complex field. This is 
best illustrated in the facility where we may or may not have classified infor- 
mation, but which, because of the nature of the service rendered by the facility, 
the Department of Defense depends upon to a high degree. Many public-utility- 
type facilities fall into this category. 

In such facilities, when classified information is involved, we are able to 
determine the employee who is considered a security risk and to prevent him 
from working on classified work or from having access to classified information. 
Such an individual, however, may continue his employment with the facility, 
thus constituting a potential threat to our security posture. 

This situation is further aggravated in instances where the employees of the 
tacility, who, with minor exceptions, are loyal, trustworthy Americans, yet 
are being represented in labor-management relationships by a union which is 
Communist controlled. Such loyal employees, although ostensibly serving a 
genuine union cause, can be misled to serve a purpose which, in fact, is politically 
inspired and contrary to our Government’s best interests. Notwithstanding 
the good intentions of a majority of the members of such a union, the fact that 
Communist leadership controls the policy of the union presents a real danger. 

We should recognize that whenever any kind of situation, such as that 
discussed here, is identified and then permitted to continue, the element of risk 
to our Nation’s security runs unacceptably high. 


Another instance is found in the Communist Control Act of 1954, 
which, according to the evidence in our subcommittee record, seems 
to be inadequate to meet the requirements that the Department of 
Defense seems to feel are necessary at this time. 

Under the act, before action could be instituted against a labor 
union as a Communist-infiltrated organization, it would have to be 
established by the Department of Justice that the or ganization is— 
substantially directed, dominated, or controlled by an individual or individuals 


who are, or who within 3 years have been actively engaged in, giving aid or 
support to a Communist-action organization, a Communist foreign government, 
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or the world Communist movement referred to in section 2 of this title, and (B) 
is serving, or within three years has served, as a means for (1) the giving of 
aid or support to any such organization, government, or movement, or (2) 
the impairment of the military strength of the United States or its industrial 
capacity to furnish logistical or other material support required by its Armed 
Forces * * *, 

This subcommittee is seeking to learn, among other things, whether 
this standard of proof is too stringent. 

Congress has very serious obligations to the country in the face 
of the potential dangers involved. It is in the public interest and 
for its safety that thorough investigation and study be accorded these 
matters in detail such as referred to in this statement, in order to 
determine the adequacy of present laws, the desirability of additional 
or new laws, or amendment of old ones. 

The questions we propose to ask as referred to and described in 
this statement are clearly related and highly pertinent to the subject 
of inquiry. In this regard let us recall:the role, the mission, and 
the proven record of the World Communist Party and movement 
with its headquarters in Moscow, and the Communist Party of the 
United States, which has been a satellite of the Soviet Union since 
its inception more than 30 years ago. 

The findings of the Subversive Activities Control Board included 
the following about the Communist Party of the United States of 
America: 

At the outset of its existence it joined the Communist International * * * In 
joining the international, the party agreed to accept its direction and to adopt 
the policies enunciated by it * * * Thus there is inside our borders a dis- 
ciplined organization which under Soviet Union control seeks, by unconstitu- 
tional means, to install a Soviet style dictatorship in the United States, just as 
other Communist parties in other countries have done * * * Our reconsidera- 
tion of the record as expunged leads to the conclusion that the evidence estab- 
lished beyond doubt that respondent is substantially directed, dominated, and 
controlled by the Soviet Union, which controls the world Commurist move- 
ment * * * and operates primarily to advance the objectives of such world 
movement; and our prior determination i this effect is reaffirmed. We find, 
therefore, that the Communist Party of the United States is a Communist-action 
organization as defined. 

Highly pertinent in this connection are the recently declared aims 
and program of the Communist Party of the United States of America 
as disclosed in its 16th convention held in New York City last Feb- 
ruary. One of the resolutions adopted and released by that conven- 
tion reads: 

To end its isolation and expand its mass work, the main task of the party today 
is to overcome completely the influence of left-sectarian estimates, policies, and 
tactics in all fields of work * * * This effort has been underway in the party 
particularly since the end of 1952. Following the results of the 1952 elections, 
the national committee began a serious struggle against left-sectarianism as the 
main danger in our mass work. This found expression: * * * in serious efforts 
to influence the left-led unions to reenter the mainstream of the labor move- 
ment * * * 

J. Edgar Hoover in a statement analyzing that Communist Party 
convention of February 1957, stated that the strategy and tactics of 
that party convention were designed to accomplish, among others, 
the following objectives: 

1. To gain greater mass acceptance. Aboveground activities of 
the Communist Party have suffered ever since 1950. The party now 





tee 


a eet 


ek oan Se 


~ 


neha | tain me 


SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 4067 


hopes to send its members out among the non-Communist masses and 
to gain for them through false representations of being “loyal” and 
“democratic” a sy mpathetic hearing. 

2. To lay a foundation for possible unity with other leftwing groups. 
The Communists desperately hope to “make contact” with Socialists, 
members of the non-Communist left, liberals, etc., in an effort to 
secure their support for Communist projects. Such policies were 
not possible in the recent years of party underground activity. This 
is merely an echo of the aims of the international Communist move- 
ment. 

In another part of his statement, J. Edgar Hoover stated: 

The 1957 party convention was no different from previous party gatherings 
which brought about revisions in the constitution of the Communist Party 18 
times, and the changing in the name of the party on 9 prior occasions * * *. 
The Communist Party before and after its 1957 convention is part and parcel 
of the worldwide Communist conspiracy. It is still responsive to the will of 
Moscow; it still works for the destruction of the American way of life; and 


it is still dedicated to the building of «a Soviet United States patterned after 
the basic concepts of Marxism-Leninism. 


The foregoing makes very pertinent the material contained in The 
Communist Party—A Manual on Organization by J. Peters, pub- 
lished in July 1935 by the Workers Library Publishers, in which it 
is stated: 


The most important points where the Communist Party must work untiringly 
so as to fulfill the task of winning the majority of the working class for the 
struggle against capitalism are the following: 

1. The big factories, mines, mills, docks, ships, railroads, etc., where the 
great masses of the basic sections of the proletariat are employed. The Com- 
munist Party puts its main energy into building party organizations in these 
places. 


Now, it is true that that manual was written back in 1935 and yet 
it is current. The Communist Party has demonstrated that it does 
not rewrite its rule books. It does not reconsider and redraft its 
gospel, and as J. Edgar Hoover so well put it, those doctrines are 
still effective today and they are the guidebook by which the party 
still goes. 

Quoting from the proceedings in the 16th National Convention of 
the Communist Party, U.S. A.: 


Workers who are Communists are organized on the basis of their natural 
day-to-day working life in shops and industries. (289) * * * 

The Communist Party is deeply convinced that the workers of our country 
are that class which will lead the whole people toward a better future. This 
conviction leads the Communists to do all in their power to help the workers 
in their struggles, to assist in organizing them, and to stand shoulder to shoulder 
with their fellow unionists in the front ranks when the battle grows hot. 
(290) * * * 

The point of view of the Communist Party is that of class struggle * * *. 
(290) * * 

The foregoing detail has been set out in order to avoid the vice of 

vagueness. The subcommittee is desirous of adequately informing 
the witnesses as to the subject of inquiry, the clear and urgent legis- 
lative necessity which exists, a description of the field, area, and 
nature of the questions we propose to ask, and their relevancy and 
pertinence to the subject of inquiry. 
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And as the Chair has already stated, a copy of this entire statement 

which this chairman has been reading has been furnished in advance 
to counsel for each of the witnesses here this morning. 

The subcommittee has no desire to expose the private affairs of 
individuals without justification. It will make every effort to avoid 
unjustifiable encroachment upon the witnesses constitutional rights 
and privileges. 

But we have a job to do. We have the defense, the safety, and the 
well-being of our country and its citizens to protect. We can doso only 
by enacting proper and effective laws toward that end. 

But we cannot legislate in a vacuum. Laws cannot be made in the 
abstract. They must be designed and drafted for ultimate application 
to definite, concrete situations, and to hard, real conditions, and cir- 
cumstances. It is to enable the Congress to legislate in that fashion 
and with that goal in mind that we seek to elicit from the witnesses 
the information referred to and described hereinabove. ‘These ques- 
tions are asked for a public purpose, and for specific legislative needs. 

This statement is a long one. This is so deliberate sly and with the 
realization that assertion of privilege under the first ‘amendment as 
the witnesses have declared they will do, is a decision which they make 

at their own peril. In fairness to the witnesses, we point out that an 
erroneous judgment on their part in this regard will result in their 
being subject to prosecution for contempt of the Senate, either under 
title 2, United States Code, section 192, or at the bar of the Senate, 
whichever of these methods that body decides upon. 

Now, Judge Morris, will you let us know who the first witness is. 
We will proceed to swear him and interrogate him. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. Senator, the three witnesses this morning are 
generally in the same category. They are three staff members, inter- 
national representatives of the United Auto Workers, about whom 
the subcommittee has evidence that they were members of the 
Communist Party at some time in the past, and they were also people 
who were associated with the Farm Equipment Workers Union at a 
time when the Communist influence within that union was quite ex- 
tensive. 

Up to date, Senator, we have had seven officials of the United Auto 
Workers who appeared before the subcommittee in this series of hear- 
ings who have invoked the fifth amendment privilege rather than 
answer questions of the subcommittee about their Communist Party 
membership. As you have said, Senator, the three witnesses this 
morning have indicated they are not going to claim this privilege 
under the fifth amendment but instead, invoke their privilege under 
the first amendment as they believe it defined by Chief Justice War- 
ren’s decision in the Watkins case. 

First, the witness, Milton Burns, who has appeared in executive 
session. 

Mr. Ravn. Mr. Chairman, before Mr. Burns takes the stand, I re- 
quest that the lights be turned out and all the photographers and tele- 
vision cameras and movie cameras up there be dismissed from the 
room. It seems to me the witness has a right to appear before any 
subcommittee of the Senate without being sensationalized. It indeed 
seems to me evidence of the committee’s purpose of exposure rather 
than legislation. 
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I ask that the gentlemen be asked to leave the room. 

Mr. Morris. Before we go into the hearing, Senator, I think the 
record should show, in view of the unwarranted statements made by 
counsel, that he appeared earlier before us to make a request and he 
was told, Senator, that the subcommittee rules are that the subcom- 
mittee does not discriminate against any form of reporting and that, 
when we had an open hearing, anyone 1s entitled to be here. 

However, if some reporter ‘carries on in such a way that it actually 
distracts the witness, as a matter of fact, then the subcommittee will 
ask the particular reporter to desist from distracting the witness. 

Senator Hruska. The chairman would like to state that, insofar as 
counsel’s statement refers to the desire to unduly publicize this hear- 
ing is concerned, the Chair is somewhat resentful and wants to say 
that is not true whatsoever. An announcement has been made that 
witnesses here intend to take advantage of the first amendment and 
assert certain rights under it. That first amendment also asserts the 
right of freedom to the press and, to the extent the representatives of 
the press are present here, they are asserting that privilege under that 
same first amendment. 

Now, to the extent that the presence of any of the members of the 
press will be contributing to the physical discomfiture of any of the 
witnesses or distracting to his testimony, to that extent the witnesses 
will be fully pr otected, as counsel was assured before this meeting 
commenced, and, therefore, gentlemen manning the bright lights of 
the cameras, we will ask that they be dimmed and put out so that the 
witness will not be discomfited, the subject of discomfiture, in that way. 
Any of the still photographers who are here will desist from taking 

ictures during the course of the testimony of the witness. Either 
ies or afterward, they may doso. Insofar as the request of coun- 
sel is concerned that these men manning these cameras leave the room, 
that request is very forthrightly and firmly denied. 

Mr. Ravn. But it is your ‘ruling, then, that they may take no further 
pictures in this room: is that corr ect 2 

Senator Hruska. That is not the ruling. Insofar as the bright 
lights are concerned and any action that results in discomfiture of the 
witness and undue distraction, that is true, and, if at any time during 
the course of the hearing counsel or the witness feel they are being 
encroached upon in that respect, the Chair invites his attention to be 
called to those acts. 

Mr. Ravn. Counsel feels, after discussing with the three men, that 
the use of television or movie cameras or any of the cameras that are 
up there will itself distract the witness and unduly publicize the 
hearing. We request that the cameramen be instructed not to use 
their cameras in this room. 

Senator HrusKa. In the past, the committee has followed the policy 
that, if the cameramen want to take pictures of other objects in the 
room besides the witness, they are free to do so, and that ruling will 
stand in this particular instance. 

Mr. Ravn. But they may not take a picture of the witness, then, o1 
his counsel, I take it. 

Mr. Morris. While he is actually testifying. 

Senator Hruska. While he is testifying. That is true. 

The witness will be sworn. 
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Mr. Ravn. This is testimony, when you get up to be sworn. There 
was a man actually shooting the camera at that moment. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will have to request that the camera- 
men desist from taking pictures, and, if they do not choose to obey 
the Chair, we will ask them to leave the room. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Burns. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MILTON BURNS, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOMPANIED BY 
JOSEPH L. RAUH, JR., AND DANIEL H. POLLITT, HIS ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter, Mr. 
Burns. 

Mr. Burns. My name is Milton Burns. I live at 9532 South Ben- 
nett Avenue, in Chicago, IIl. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, before I answer the questions, I would 
like to, by your leave, read a short statement for the record. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair wants to say for the record that the 
statement which the witness now proposes to read was submitted to 
the subcommittee as of yesterday, as required by the rules of the sub- 
committee, and it is, therefore, in order that he read it now, if he so 
chooses. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, I am here, unwilling, in response to the 
subpena of this committee. I have no information about current or 
recent Communist activities in the labor movement. In view of this, 
I do not believe that this committee has any authority to ask me ques- 
tions about my past activities and associations under its resolution or 
under the Watkins decision. 

Despite my personal feelings on this matter, I am going to answer 
all questions about my own past activities, no matter how irrelevant 
or unconstitutional those questions may be. I do this in line with the 
policy which the United Automobile Workers has adopted, that its 
staff members shall answer all questions put to them by a congressional 
committee about their own activities. 

I will not, however, name persons whom I knew long ago and sub- 
ject them to public stigma and scorn. Identifying these men could not 
possibly aid this committee or Congress in its legislative activities, and 
I most respectfully invoke my rights under the first amendment as to 
this type of question. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you are setting yourself up as the judge 
of what information can help this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, that isn’t what I said. I didn’t say I 
was setting myself up as a judge of anything. I think the statement 
is clear. 

Senator Hruska. You may proceed. 

We will deal with the questions—we will deal with the statement 
as it applies to — questions as we go along. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Burns, have you been a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Burns. I was a member of the Communist Party up to 1947, at 
which time I left it. 
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Mr. Morris. When did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. I joined the Communist Party, I believe 
sure—in 1938 or 1939. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with your last formal membership 
in the Communist Party, will you tell us what kind of a unit you 
belonged to? ; 

Mr. Burns. Prior to and up to 1947, I belonged to a unit of 4 
people. 

Mr. Morris. Now, what was that unit? Would you tell us the gen- 
eral nature? I am not asking you at this time the names of the indi- 
viduals in that, but give me the general jurisdiction of the unit. 

Mr. Burns. This was a group of staff people. 

Mr. Morris. In what union? 

Mr. Burns. In the Farm Equipment Union. 

Mr. Morris. Farm Equipment Workers Union. In other words, 
this unit of which you were a member was at staff level of the Farm 
Equipment Workers Union ? 

Mr. Burns. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Was the unit made up as a result of the reorganization 
of the Communist Party, which was effected in late 1946 and 1947, 
which indicated that the Communist unit should be broken down into 
groups of 3 and 4, and that there would be a top-level group of 3 or 4 
which would be responsible for the activities of the lower group, which 
in turn would be responsible for a lower group within a particular 
given area? 

Mr. Burns. The unit I referred to, regardless of what structure was 
changed, was a consistent unit. 

Mr. Morris. Was a what? 

Mr. Burns. It was a consistent unit for the entire time I was in the 
party. 

Senator Hruska. Were the personnel of that unit always the same? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t remember, Mr. Chairman, whether it was a 
unit. 

Senator Hruska. Where there different people that met with you? 
You and three others would meet in this unit. Were those three 
others that met with you always the same people? 

Mr. Burns. I think they were, but [am not sure. I think they were. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, we have had testimony before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee, by Mr. Lee Lundgren, to the 
effect that this particular witness was a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Now, are you acquainted with that testimony of Mr. Lundgren? 

Mr. Burns. I knew that Mr. Lundgren had testified and, of course, 
this morning you told me the nature of that testimony. Yes. From 
what he said, and I pointed out that Mr. Lundgren was, I think—I 
think the first time I had seen him or met him was during the time of 
that hearing. 

As a matter of fact, he came up to me afterwards and I asked him, 
“Where did you get all this information? I don’t even know you.” 

Mr. Morris. Was his testimony accurate about your party member- 
ship? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t recall the exact testimony. If you will read 
it to me, I will tell you. 
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Mr. Morris. You say up until 1947 you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Burns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I think you told us in executive sesison that for secu- 
rity purposes, the Communist Party had these units at various levels 
within the Farm Equipment Workers, to the best of your belief. 

Mr. Burns. I assume that is what they did, because I knew of our 
unit being restricted to that number. 

Senator Hruska. In the meetings which you had, what did you do? 

Mr. Burns. We discussed the so-called line of the party, with 
respect to trade unions. 

Senator Hruska. What would be some of the outstanding items of 
that line? 

Mr. Burns. Lend-lease; opening the second front. 

Senator Hruska. Would you speak a littie louder? 

Mr. Burns. The question of lend-lease. I think the party was 
attacking it at that time. 

Mr. Morris. This was not in 1947? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t recall the exact positions, but whatever the line 
happened to be at that time, that is what we were discussing and 
using. 

Senator Hruska. What was this lend-lease to which you refer ? 

Mr. Burns. One time the Communist Party was in opposition to 
the lend-lease program. 

Senator Hruska. The lend-lease program of the United States 
with England and France and other countries ? 

Mr. Burns. I think that is what is was. 

Senator Hruska. And you were instructed in that committee, were 
you, that that is what the line was, and that is the opinion you should 
express ¢ 

Mr. Burns. Yes. 

We knew what the line was, and we were to use the influence to the 
best of our ability to carry that line out. 

Senator Hruska. And in what other respect were you instructed or 
were you informed about party line? 

Mr. Burns. Well, that was the respect in which we learned it, was 
in this unit. We knew what the line was in the Daily Worker, and 
so on, and we just discussed how we could carry it out. 

Senator Hruska. How was it proposed that it be carried out? 

Mr. Burns. Simply by using your influence with local unions and 
local union people, to try to get them to take the same position. 

Senator Hruska. And with the press, if you knew any members of 
the press, or with radio stations or magazines, or anything of that 
kind? Was that included in it? 

Mr. Burns. No. We had no such instructions. 

Senator Hruska. During the course of your meetings in this unit 
of four. were you informed as to the other working parts of the Com- 
munist Party organization ? . 

Mr. BURNS. 1 am sorry; I didn’t quite hear you. 

Senator Hruska. During meetings of this unit of four, were you 
informed about the other working parts of the Communist Party 
organization ? , 

Mr. Burns. We were informed to the effect that the entire party 
organization was interested in getting that line carried out wherever 
they happened to be. 
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Senator Hruska. Were you informed about other units which 
existed ? 

Mr. Burns. Not—We didn’t concern ourselves with other units. 
We only concerned ourselves with what this unit could do, in terms of 

carrying out its responsibilities at that time. 

Senator Hruska. Were you informed as to the officers of the Com- 
munist Party, as to who they were? 

Mr. Burns. We knew who they were, as a matter of public record. 

Mr. Morris. I think you indicated in—Go ahead. 

You indicated that it was your belief there was a unit above you 
and a unit below you. In fact, you called the unit below you a rank- 
and-file unit of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, when this question was asked, I said 
I assumed there was such a unit. I assumed that would be the struc- 
ture. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with the workers within your par- 
ticular unit, for instance, did you discuss strike strategy at these 
various meetings ¢ 

Mr. Burns. Strike strategy? That was a trade-union function. 
As trade unionists, we would discuss it. 

Mr. Morris. As a matter of fact, you did. Is that your answer? 

Mr. Burns. I assume we did. A bunch of trade unionists— 

Mr. Morris. How did 

Mr. Burns. Pardon me. A group of trade unionists getting to- 
gether under any conditions, if there is a strike, would discuss strike 
strategy. 

Mr. Morris. We wanted to know whether the Communist Party 
formally and officially was discussing strike strategy. 

Mr. Burns. No. If you are saying that the Communist Party had 
laid down a strategy 

Mr. Morris. I am not saying—we are wondering if you, at your 
formal Communist Party meetings, discussed strike strategy ¢ 

Mr. Burns. No, sir; no, sir. 

Mr. Morris. How long were you in this unit of four? 

Mr. Burns. Well, I would say for about, in the farm-equipment 
union, for about 3 years, 4 years. 

Mr. Morris. What kind of a unit were you in prior to that time? 

Mr. Burns. It was another unit of the same type. 

Mr. Morris. You mean a small unit of four? 

Mr. Burns. Four. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the general jurisdiction of this unit? 
You say from 1947 running back for about 3 years you were in this 
unit of 4. That was about back in 1944? 

Mr. Burns. In 1944, I was in the United States Marine Corps 
overseas, so I could hardly have been in a unit. 

Mr. Morris. Prior to that, what unit were you in 

Mr. Burns. Prior to 1943—that is when I went into the service— 
I think I still was in this same unit, but prior to that I was in another 
unit of four of the same type. 

Mr. Morris. Of what union? 

Mr. Burns. Of the farm-equipment union. 

Mr. Morris. And still the unit was only of 4 and you knew only 4 
Communists in that unit? 

Mr. Burns. That is the way we operated ; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, did you have knowledge that there were other 
units within the farm equipment ? 

Mr. Burns. I am sure there were. 

Mr. Morris. You didn’t know them? 

Mr. Burns. I didn’t know them. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the leader of the unit in 1947, the unit of 
four, in the Farm Equipment Workers Union when you were present ! 
Who was the leader? Who was the Communist leader of that Com- 
munist group ? 

Mr. Ravu. Mr. Chairman, I made a request in executive session to 
be able to deal with the questions of pertinence myself. You didn’t 
rule on that at the opening. Do you care to rule now? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. The Chair will rule now. Because of the 
precedent which has grown up in this subcommittee that counsel is 
not allowed to interpose objections to such questions on any grounds, 
I feel reluctant to depart from that precedent at this time. I would 
prefer to defer to the chairmanship of this committee, or the full 
Judiciary Committee, the parent committee of this subcommittee. 

However, the Chair does want to state that that ruling will not go 
to the point of preventing counsel from conferring with witness at 
any time or the witness with counsel. 

Mr. Burns. I believe at the time you stated, I was the leader of 
that unit. 

Mr. Morris. You were the leader of the unit? 

Mr. Burns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Now, who were the other individuals who were 
in the unit at the time? 

Mr. Burns. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hruska. All right, the record will show that opportunity 
is being given for counsel to confer with witness. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, the other members of that unit are not 
in the labor movement at this time and therefore, I don’t—and I 
have heard your statement that you read—I don’t think answering 
that question with respect to those people is pertinent to the inquiry 
as outlined, and I certainly don’t want to engage in identifying people 
who might be out of the party at this time and may be hurt because 
of their civilian occupations. 

Therefore, I must respectfully stand on the rights of the first 
amendment. 

Senator Hruska. Well, the Chair, of course, and this subcommittee, 
have their own ideas, and their own judgment as to pertinency and 
relevance of questions, and information which they seek. Now, before 
accepting the asserting of privilege which you are making, I want to 
ask you again whether you heard me read the very detailed statement 
at the opening of this meeting and whether you have considered its 
substance and its contents, in which an effort is made to show the 
relevance and pertinence of the question at hand, and the answer which 
we seek to elicit. 

Mr. Burns. Yes. I heard the statement and I don’t think that this 
question that was put to me is pertinent in view of the statement that 
you read. 

Senator Hruska. Now, as I understand it, you are relying then 
upon the privileges accorded you by the first amendment of the Fed- 
eral Constitution and all decisions thereunder; is that true? 
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Mr. Ravu. Are you asking me, sir? 

Senator Hruska. No. I am asking the witness. 

Mr. Ravu. Then we will have to consult because you are now en 
gaging in a legal discussion with a witness who is not a lawyer. 

Senator Hruska. You may consult with your witness. — 

Mr. Burns. I almost answered it before- 

Mr. Chairman, I am relying on the first amendment, but I am also 
relying on the fact that I don’t think this type of question is pertinent 
to the inquiry at hand. 

Senator Hruska. You are not, however, relying upon the fifth 
amendment in any way, self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Burns. No, sir. 

Senator Hruska. The rights against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Burns. No, sir. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will instruct and direct the witness 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Burns. I respectfully decline for the reasons I just stated, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Hruska. Next question. 

Mr. Burns. And in my statement which I originally read before 
the questioning began. 

Senator Hruska. The objection is overruled. The record will so 
show. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Senator, this brings us to an important point that 
I think the subcommittee should face. Here is a witness who testified 
that he was the head of a Communist unit in 1947 and that he knows 
and can tell us the names of the 4 particular individuals who were—3 
individuals who were subordinates of his in this Communist organiza- 
tion. He says he doesn’t want to tell us because they may not be now 
Communists. 

In other words, he himself is setting himself up as the judge as to 
their present Communist Party membership, and he has also said he 
doesn’t believe they are in the labor movement. 

I would like the record to show that we have only to go by man’s 
own interpretation of what the labor movement is. Not knowing 
the individual, we don’t know the connection, direct or indirect, with 
the labor movement. They may be in the newspaper field reporting 
on the labor movement. They may be in some other area; even though 
it does not bear directly on the labor movement, it may be directed to 
our own investigation and, therefore, having the information could 
warrant the subcommittee to go from there further into this present 
investigation and into the next investigation. 

If, for instance, three of these people are now holding jobs in some 
place, let us say, suppositiously, in the defense industry. In other 
words, this witness 1s taking the position that he shall be the final 
arbiter as to what we should know in connection with our investiga- 
tion for the Senate. I think it is an injustifiable position, Senator, 
and on that basis I ask that he be directed to answer the following 
questions. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will ask the witness—first of all, the 
Chair would like to observe that we have already taken the position 
that the question is relevant; it is pertinent to the subject of inquiry. 





93215—57—pt. 65 8 














4076 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


IT should now like to ask the witness if, after the comments of counsel, 
he would like to reconsider his answer and answer the question ? 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, first, the people that Judge Morris was 
referring to I can unequivocally state that they are not in the labor 
movement or any adjunct thereof. 

Secondly 

Mr. Morris. How do you know that? 

Mr. Burns. Let me finish the answer, please. Secondly, after your 
outline of what the relevance of the question is, I still don’t feel that 
the question is pertinent. 

Senator Hruska. I take it the objection, then, is the same as that 
which you have asserted heretofore? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. The objection is overruled. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you tell us if any of these particular people 
have gone into the newspaper field, for instance? 

Mr. Burns. They have not. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us whether they have gone into Govern- 
ment service ? 

Mr. Burns. They have not. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with the group that you were in in 
1943, will you tell us ‘who the individuals were in that particular group, 
1943; who was the leader of the 1943 group ? 

Mr. Burns. I was. 

Mr. Morris. You were again ? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, how many subordinates did you have in the 1943 
group ? 

Mr. Burns. How many 

Mr. Morris. Subordinates in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. We had no—you say subordinates. 

Mr. Morris. You were the leader, Mr. Burns? 

Mr. Burns. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. If you were the leader, the others were subordinate to 
you in the sense that you were the one imposing the discipline? 

Mr. Burns. I have never—when I say “the leader,” I never imposed 
any discipline on these people. I wasn’t an officer in that respect. 

Senator Hruska. The question, Mr. Witness, is who were the other 
members of the unit as of that time? 

Mr. Burns. The answer is the same. These people are also not in 
the labor movement, nor in the newspaper business, nor in the other 
business. 

Senator Hruska. Where are they; what fields are they in? 

Mr. Burns. General civilian occupations, nondefense, if that is 
what you are interested in. 

Senator Hruska. Have you maintained contact with them in the 
intervening years, Mr. Witness ? 

Mr. Burns. I have seen them from time to time as friends. I have 
run into them; yes, although 

Senator Hruska. Have you consulted with them about matters per- 
taining to the Communist Party? 

Mr. Burns. Absolutely not. 

Senator Hruska. What has been the nature and extent of your 
contacts with them ? 
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Mr. Burns. Old friends, known them many years, social; had a 
drink, talked to them about baseball, whatever 


Senator Hruska. Are they members of the UAW? 

Mr. Burns. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Burns, since you have left the Communist 
Party—according to your testimony, you left the Communist Party— 
you have participated in Communist Party rallies and demonstra- 
tions; have you not? 

Mr. Burns. Judge Morris, if you are referring to rallies or meetings 
open only to members of the Communist Party, the answer is “No.” 

Mr. Morris. No;1 am not. Let me give you an exemple. Did you 
specifically address the May Day rally at Union Park, march in the 
May Day parade in 1948, the year after you say you left the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. You said earlier that I did. I have no recollection of 
that. Iam not challenging the fact. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. I think you acknowledged that you did; did you not? 

Mr. Burns. I say it may well be that I was there because the union 
endorsed this rally, this FE. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a broad Communist meeting at Viani 
Grove in Chicago in 1948, Viani Grove Park? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Communist Party mass meeting at 
Ashland Boulevard Auditorium in Chicago on October 10, 1948? 

Mr. Burns. If this was a meeting open only to Communists—— 

Mr. Morris. I mean a Communist rally is something not open only 
to Communists. The purpose of a meeting like that is to draw new 
people into the Communist Party. It is a broad, general Communist 
Party rally, Ashland Boulevard Auditorium, specifically on Octo- 
ber 10, 1948. 

Mr. Burns. Judge Morris, I just don’t recall. That is 1948, about 
9 years ago. I just don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. And that is the best answer you can give us to this 
question ¢ 

Mr. Burns. If I don’t remember, it is, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you, on November 1, 1948, urge the President of 
the United States to dismiss the indictments of the 12 Communist 
leaders in New York as reported by the Daily Worker of that date? 

Mr. Burns. It is possible. I don’t recall I still am against the 
Smith Act indictments of that kind. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Communist Party rally on March 19, 
1949, at the Ashland Boulevard Auditorium in Chicago 4 

Mr. Burns. I just don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. In your official position as political action director of 
the Farm Equipment Workers Union, did you protest Judge Medina’s 
ruling on Gil Green as reported by the Daily Worker of June 23, 1949? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, we did, and I don’t see anything wrong even now 
with protesting Smith Act indictments. 

Senator Hruska Was that protest also endorsed by the union and 
taken as a union position ? 

Mr. Burns. The union at that time endorsed any policy on the fight 
for civil rights, and the union was opposed to the Smith Act indict- 
ments at that time. And the Supreme Court has subsequently ap- 
parently taken the position with respect to that. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, did you attend a Paul Robeson rally sponsored 
by the Civil Rights Congress which is a Communist front organiza- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Burns. Is that the one you asked me about in Washington 
Park ? 

Mr. Morris. No; 4130 South Indiana Avenue, Chicago, Septem- 
ber 24, 1949. 

Mr. Burns. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended any Civil Rights Congress meet- 
ings in the intervening years ? 

Mr. Burns. That is entirely possible. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the 15th anniversary of the Abraham 
Lincoln Brigade Veterans at Chopin Cultural Center at Chicago on 
May 25, 19522 

Mr. Burns. Judge Morris, I would have to say the same thing I 
asked you. Was this a social affair? I don’t really know. I may 
have, if it wasa social affair. If it was an affair open only to members 
of the Communist Party; no. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that the Abraham Lincoln Brigade Vet- 
erans is a Communist organization; do you know that ? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t know that. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t know that? 

Mr. Burns. It is possible. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in May of 1953 a member of the organiza- 
tion commission, district 8, of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That is an unequivocal answer. 

Mr. Burns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you participate in the Chicago Area Confer- 
ence for World Peace at the Fine Arts Building in Chicago on October 
17, 1953? 

Mr. Burns. I will have to give you the same answer, Judge. I don’t 
recall. It is possible. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the International Workers 
Order ? 

Mr. Burns. I may have been. 

Mr. Morris. Have you remained a member of the International 
Workers Order subsequent to 1947 ? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you would tell us, what is your present 
position, Mr. Burns ? 

Mr. Burns. I am an international representative assigned to the 
International Harvester department of the union, processing griev- 
ances, policing the contracts, and I am also one of the two people who 
handle arbitration of grievances which can’t be resolved at any other 
level. 

Mr. Morris. You are not, as such, an official of the UAW. You 
are a staff member ? 

Mr. Burns. Just a staff member. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you could tell us the circumstances sur- 
rounding your departure from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. Yes, sir; Ican. In 1947—I think that is the year the 
Taft-Hartley Act was passed—we had quite a rhubarb in our union 
over this question of signing or not signing the Taft-Hartley Act. 
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I was one of those who, although disciplined by the union’s position 
of not signing it, fought against this position. I thought it was 
wrong, and I felt that that would lead to the destruction of the farm- 
equipment union, which it did subsequently. 

And, as a result, I then broke and I said I don’t want to be subject 
to any discipline of any kind, because this is wrong and it will probably 
be consistently wrong, and that was it. 

And, as a result of this situation, I then, from that point on, wanted 
to get the farm-equipment union—what was left of it, and particularly 
the Harvester segment, which I was a part of—into some organization 
where their rights would be protected; and I would say that, over 
the violent objections of the UE leadership, I negotiated with the 
UAW top officers this breakaway from the UF, and brought them 
into the UAW. 

Senator Hruska. Can you give us at this point the chronology of 
the farm-equipment workers, the UE, and the-——— 

Mr. Burns. Yes; I can. 

Senator Hruska (continuing). And the DAW ? 

Mr. Burns. In 1947, when the farm equipment union went on 
record against the signing of the Taft-Hartley Act, Taft-Hartley 
affidavit, so that they could use the facilities of the NLRB, after a 
series of raids, and so on, the union having lost some of its locals as a 
result, in 1949 there was a decision to go into the UE, late in 1949. I 
think it was December, as a matter of fact; I am not quite sure. 
They became part of the UF, and, as a matter of fact, even there we 
had some problems because we were always called FEUE because we 
had this division and hostility from the time we went into the outfit. 

In 1952 we lost a strike in the Harvester chain, as a result of not 
being united, being split between two unions. From that point on 
there was a group of us who caucused and decided that we would pull 
that group out, something like 20,000 workers, out of the UE, and in 
1954 we started that. In 1955 it was accomplished. 

Senator Hruska. What strike do you ie to as having been lost? 

Mr. Burns. 1952, the Harvester strike. That portion of Harvester 
chain covered by the UE, or the FEUE, was lost. 

Senator Hruska. And it was in 1952, then, that you pulled out? 

Mr. Burns. No; in 1952 the strike was lost, and in 1954 a group of 
us began this fight to get the Harvester people out, over the objections 
of the National UE leadership, and in 1955 we accomplished it. 

Senator Hruska. And became a part of the 

Mr. Burns. United Auto Workers. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a correspondent for the Midwest Daily 
Record ; have you not? 

Mr. Burns. I was. I wrote a—I wrote a sports column for them. 

Mr Morris. That was not in connection with your activities as a 
labor organizer ? 

Mr. Burns. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That was a Communist newspaper; was it not? 

Mr. Burns. It was called that, although my relationship was as a 
sports contributor. I like sports, and—I think that was co in—I 
don’t remember the date, Judge. 

Was that in 1939, 1937, or 1938 or something ? 


Mr. Morris. Senator, I have no more questions of this particular 
witness, 
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Have you told the United Auto Workers’ officials that you were 
once the head of a Communist unit? 

Mr. Burns. No, sir; I did not, because when I went into the UAW, 
the position of the union was that what you had done before is your 
business. One thing is for sure: You cannot be in this union and be 
a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. Had you told them about the long attendance and 
participation in Communist rallies from 1947 right down to 1954! 
Have you told the UAW about those activities ? 

Mr. Burns. Well, I didn’t tell the union that, because, as I said 
here, I broke away in 1947, and there was no sense, after 7 or 8 years, 
to discuss this question with them. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Burns, you have testified here that you 
have, since 1947, not attended any meetings which were held ex- 
clusively for Communist Party members; you have, however, at- 
tended a great many rallies, demonstrations, and social meetings 
and things of that kind from time to time. Is that true? 

Mr. Burns. That is possible. 

Senator Hruska. Which were sponsored by the Communist Party, 
or some part of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t know about that, about being sponsored by 
the Communist Party. Some of the meetings he asked me about, I 
don’t know whether they were or they weren’t, and I don’t know 
whether I was there or not. But, as a trade-union official in the 
union I was in, we did attend meetings and did explain the position 
of the union. 

Senator Hruska. Several times during the course of your testi- 
mony you referred to meetings having been endorsed by the labor 
union. 

Mr. Burns. Like the May Day rally, sir? 

Senator Hruska. Sir? 

Mr. Burns. Like the May Day rally. 

Senator Hruska. Were there any other examples like that? 

Mr. Burns. That is the only one T know of. 

Mr. Morris. How about the Abraham Lincoln Brigade and the 
Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t know. 

Senator Hruska. Was it the policy of the labor union to encour- 
age its representatives and staff members to keep in close touch with 
rallies and meetings sponsored by the Communist Party, Mr. Wit- 
ness ? 

Mr. Burns. No; it wasn’t. However, on the May Day, this had 
a relationship to our particular union because that was tied in 
with the celebration of the Haymarket situation. I don’t know 
the date, and that was why 

Mr. Morris. You attended a Lenin memorial meeting at the Col- 
iseum in Chicago. 

Mr. Burns. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. I just want to know whether he has attended any. 
Can’t you remember whether you attended a Lenin memorial meeting 
at the Coliseum in Chicago? 

Mr. Burns. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Morrts. Specifically, on January 13, 1946. 
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Mr. Burns. I just said I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Morris. How many May Day rallies have you attended? 

Mr. Burns. One or two. 

Mr. Morris. You can’t recall more than 1 or 2% 

Mr. Burns. Pardon? 

Mr. Morris. You cannot recall more than 1 or 2 

Mr. Burns. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Did you, specifically, attend the May Day rally in 
1946 at the Ashland Boulevard auditorium ? ; 

Mr. Burns. That is possible. I don’t recall. Mr. Morris, since I 
have been in the UAW I have attended no such meeting ‘ and there 
[ can state unequivocally. 

Mr. Morris. | have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. All right: the witness is excused. 

Wit ness excused. ) 

Senator Hruska. Next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gilpin. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Grip. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DE WITT GILPIN, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH L. 
RAUH, JR., AND DANIEL H. POLLITT, HIS ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the re 
porter ¢ 

Mr. Giuprxn. DeWitt Gilpin, 548 Eugenie, Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession / 

Mr. Giirrx. T am an international representative for the United 
Auto Workers, staff member. 

Mr. Morris. And, Mr. Gilpin, in connection W ith that address, HAS 
Kugenie Street, how many apartments are there in that building? 

Mr. Grrvrn. Before I answer that question, I would like to submit 
the same statement that Mr. Burns did, get that into the record at 
this time. 

Senator Hruska. You may do so, and, if it is agreeable with coun- 
sel and yourself, it can be considered read, having been submitted to 
the subcommittee, its staff, and chairman, the presiding officer, yes- 
terday pursuant to committee rules, The record will show it as 
inserted at this point. 

(The statement referred to is as follows :) 

I am here, unwilling, in response to the subpena of this committee. 

I have no information about current or recent Communist labor movement. 
In view of this, I do not believe this committee has any authority to ask me 


questions about my past activities and associations under its resolution or under 
the Watkins decision. 

Despite my personal feelings on this matter, I am going to answer all ques- 
tion about my own past activities, no matter how irrelevant or unconstitu- 
tional those questions may be, I do this in line with the policy which the 
United Automobile Workers have adopted that its staff members shall answer 
all questions put to them by a congressional committee about their own activ- 
ities. I will not, however, name persons whom I knew long ago and subject 
them to public stigma and scorn. Identifying these men could not possibly aid 
this committee or Congress in its legislative activities, and I most respect- 
fully invoke my rights under the first amendment as to this type of question. 
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Mr. Morris. In connection with the address, 548 Eugenie Street, 
how many apartments in that building? 

Mr. Gitpry. That is a two-apartment building, also with a fur- 
nished basement. 

Mr. Morris. Now—— 

Mr. Gitpry. I live on the top floor. 

Mr. Morris. Now, that is owned by Elmer Johnson, a known Com- 
munist, is it not? 

Mr. Giutprn. It is owned by Elmer Johnson, who is my landlord. 

Mr. Morris. Does he live on the premises? 

Mr. Griprn. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, to your knowledge, is Elmer Johnson a Com- 
munist ? 

Mr. Griprn. On that, sir—well, sir, I don’t quite see the pertinence 
of my landlord in this inquiry, but I am going to answer it, anyway. 
To my knowledge, I have no knowledge as to whether or not he is a 
Communist or not. I don’t think he is. 

Mr. Morris. It is not your knowledge that he is a known Communist 
in the Chicago area? 

Mr. Gurr. It is not. 

Mr. Morris. Se you know a man named Sam Hammersmark? 

Mr. Griirr. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Now, has he lived in that building? 

Mr. Grier. He occupied a room there several years ago. He is 
now in an institution for the senile. Again, I do not see what the 
pertinence of —— 

Mr. Morris. When did he live there? 

Mr. GILPIN. Weil, I think I answered that he has been gone from 


there several years. If there is any attempt to connect it with this 
il a y or the UAW, he certainly left before I became a staff member 
of the UAW, but I am not certain of the exact date of his departure. 


Senator Hruska. When did you become a staff member of the 
UAW? 

Mr. Gitpry. March 1, 1955. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, have Communist Party meetings 
been held at 548 Eugenie Street ? 

Mr. Girptn. To my knowledge, they have not. 

Mr. Morris. And you know of no circumstances that would indi- 
cate Communist Party meetings were held there? 

Mr. Grrr. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And have you attended any meetings in the apartment 
of Elmer Johnson? 

Mr. Gurr. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You maintain friendly relationship with Elmer John- 
son ¢ 

Mr. Gurrn. I have the relationship of a tenant to a landlord, and 
he is known to me. 

Mr. Morris. Apart from that relationship, is the relationship 
friend] 
Mr. dines It is the norma] relationship. 
Mr. Morris. I mean, do you visit him socially? 

Mr. Giurt. Well, sir, again I question the pertinency, but I don’t 
visit him any more socially t than I think you would if—there is a patio 
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on the place; you cook out, you barbecue; you are up and down stairs. 
In terms of calling on Elmer, visiting with him, no. 

Mr. Morris. Well, the reason the issue of pertinency has come up, 
the subcommittee has learned from one of our men who was out in the 
Chicago area who learned this, Communist Party meetings have been 
held at 548 Eugenie Street, and they particularly revolved about a 
man named Elmer Johnson. 

I think, Senator, it is pertinent. Here we have a competent wit- 
ness to testify what goes on in these premises, and this witness is now 
an official of the United Automobile Workers. We just want to get 
your best information on it. That is all, Mr. Gilpin. 

Mr. Giuprn. Well, sir, 1 have given you the information at hand as 
far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Morris. You do not mean Elmer Johnson is a Communist and 
you have no reason to believe he is ? 

Mr. Gitpr. I think I answered that question. 

Mr. Morris. That is your answer ? 

Mr. Gitrrn. That is my answer. 

Mr. Morris. You yourself have been a Communist, have you not? 

Mr. Giuprn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Specifically when ? 

Mr. Giier. I would say roughly from 1936 to—1935, 1936—I am a 
little hazy there, but I know I left the party in 1941. 

Mr. Morris. Now, at the time—I think I asked you in executive 
session, did you use the name Ralph Monroe? 

Mr. Gitrrn. Yes, sir; and I answered that that testimony was given 
by the former editor of the magazine, Confidential, and I want to say 
about that name, I will stipulate that I may have used it in 1936, 1937. 
I will state categorically I have never used it since. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, since 1951—I will try to make this brief— 
you have participated in rallies which we have called very loosely 
Communist rallies, have you not, Mr, Gilpin ? 

Mr. Giirrn. Well, I know that you want to get through- 

Mr. Morris. Specifically, Paul Robeson concerts, Civil Rights Con- 
gress, May Day parades, May Day rallies? 

Mr. Gitpin. Well, you see, you are making a sweeping statement. 

Mr. Morris. I don’t mean to. Forgive me. I know it is a broad 
thing. 

Senator Hruska. You may withdraw that and ask a more specific 
one. 

Mr. Giri. If I may try to suit your purpose, I would say that I 
have attended meetings endorsed by the union in which the union at 
that time was participating, and I am speaking of the—well, we had 
better get this straight because, you see, there is a big gap in my history. 
I came back shortly before when I went into the UE and as my counsel 
knows, I was not in the labor movement for a number of years after | 
got out of the Army. 

So, what are we talking about? What kind of meetings? 

Mr. Morris. You were a writer for the Daily Worker in the 1930’s, 
were you not? 

Mr. Giirrn. I would say “Yes,” although actually, as I think you 
know, T worked on the Midwest Record. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, and then you were field representative of the Farm 
Equipment Workers in Des Moines, Iowa, at the same time you were 
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active in the Communist Party matters in the Woods plant in Des 
Moines, is that right ? 

Mr. Giuprn. Sir, I think that information is incorrect. It is in- 
correct. 

Mr. Morris. Did you work in Des Moines, Iowa? 

Mr. Gitrin. No, sir. The only connection I had with the Woods 
Bros. plant in Des Moines, Iowa, was as an international representa- 
tive who went there, I believe, on 1 occasion, possibly 2, to negotiate 
contracts. 

Mr. Morris. The Daily Worker of October 30, 1940, reported that 
you were active in Communist Party matters in the Woods plant in Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. Gitrptn. I would like to hear that report, and I would deny 
it. I would dispute it. 

Mr. Morris. You say you did go to the Woods plant ? 

Mr. Gitrrn. To negotiate a contract with the union. At that time 
it was the FE union. 

Mr. Morris. Did you work with any Communists? Did you meet 
any Communists at that time? 

Mr. Girrrn. You are talking about the period of my employment 
with the FE which ended in 1941, and it was in the same year that 
I dropped my party membership. Now, your question is did I meet 
with any Communists? 

Mr. Morris. In connection with this Woods plant activity. Was it 
a straight union activity, or was it a Communist activity, or can you 
not separate them ? 

Mr. Gitrrm. Well, I am having difficulty because I don’t know to 
what witness you are referring or what evidence you are referring 
to, and I am saying to the best of my knowledge—you realize that 
this is 15 or 16 years ago—the only thing that I can remember about 
Wood Bros, is those ex-coalminers up there that I worked with and 
negotiated the contract. 

Mr. Morris. And there was no Communist Party activity ? 

Mr. Giiern. I think I answered that. I can’t recall. 

Mr. Morrts. Now, were you a member of the Illinois and Indiana 
district executive committee of the Communist Party in 1941? 

Mr. Giutrrn. I don’t think so. I am pretty positive I wasn’t. 
Again, that is a long time ago, but I have a pretty good idea of what 
my relations were with the party at the time I was an international 
representatives for FE. Frankly it doesn’t ring a bell. 

Mr. Morris. What was your activity in the party, Mr. Gilpin? 

Mr. Giirtn. My activity in the party—that was in the early days 
of CIO. We were organizing drives. I used the party apparatus 
for the purpose of getting names of people from plants, to organize 
those plants, get a union in there. I also used the Communist Party 
operators for aid and assistance in strikes. At that time we were 
engaged in knocking out the company union in International Har- 
vester, and I carried out my duties as a trade union official, as a Com- 
munist, and remember, that historical period. That was the early 
days of CIO and a lot of people have similar objectives. Communists, 
Socialists, workers, progressives. 

Senator Hruska. Are they still similar ? 

Mr. Gmupry. I would say no, although that is a pretty general 
question. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Gilpin, in 1946 were you a writer for the Com- 
munist controlled veterans’ magazine, Salute? 

Mr. Gitpr1n. Well, I certainly don’t conceive that that magazine was 
Communist-controlled, and just because Waltman wrote an article 
that said so doesn’t seem to me that people like Bill Mauldin and 
Marion Hargrove and people that contributed and edited that maga- 
zine were Communists or under Communist control. 

Mr. Morris. I’m sorry. The way I should have asked the question 
was not as it was told to us but I should break it down. 

Were you a writer for the magazine Salute? 

Mr. Giurr1n. I was both a writer and later an editor, executive 
editor. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, is that a Communist-controlled 
paper ¢ 

Mr. Gite. To my knowledge, it was not. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you present in the office of the mayor of 
Chicago on March 17, 1951, during a citywide demonstration spon- 
sored by the Civil Rights Congress ¢ 

Mr. Gitrrn. That is likely. 

Mr. Morais. It is likely. 

Mr. Ginter. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was the Civil Rights Congress 
a Communist organization / 

Mr. Giirr. I would not be there as an individual. If I was there, 
I was there in my capacity as an international representative of the 
union. 

Senator Hruska. Which union ? 

Mr. Gitrry. At that time that would be the UE. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was the UE or UAW controlled 
by the Communists ? 

Mr. Girr1n. To my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Morris. In your opinion, I mean—I ask you this question as 
a sophisticated political person, someone who has been a member of 
the Communist Party and who knows how the Communist Party 
works, as you were a representative of the UE. In your belief, is 
that a Communist-controlled union, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Gitprn. Well, I will answer that to the best of my ability. 
You have remarked about my political sophistication. I will try 
to give you a sophisticated answer. Obviously, I had no firsthand 
knowledge of Communist domination or control of the UE. 

Mr. Morris. Even though you were the international representa- 
tive at that time ? 

Mr. Gizrrn. I am trying to finish my statement. 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry. 

Mr. Gitrin. There were certain policies taken that were under 
attack that gave an indication, at least, that on some major ques- 
tions the UE was not seeing eye to eye with the rest of the labor 
movement. 

Mr. Morris. It was expelled by the AFL-CIO as a Communist- 
controlled union, was it not 

Mr. Girt. That is correct, sir. Well, historically I would like to 
check that. I don’t know whether that was the specific charge or 
not; was it? I would let the record of the AFL-CIO speak for 
itself on that. I just want to be accurate in answering the question. 
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(The following letter and affidavit bearing on this testimony were 

later received by the subcommittee :) 
RAUH AND LEvy, 
Washington, D. C., August 8, 1957. 
Judge RoperT Morris, 
Chief Counsel, Senate Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate Judi- 
ciary Committee, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR JUDGE Morris: On July 3, 1957, Mr. Dewitt Gilpin testified as a wit- 
ness before the Internal Security Subcommittee. During the hesring he was 
asked the following question: “It (referring to the UE) was expelled by the 
AFL-CIO as a Communist-controlled union; was it not?’ He replied as fol- 
lows: “That is correct, sir. Well, historically I would like to check that * * *. 
I just want to be accurate in answering the question.” 

Since the date of the hearing, Mr. Gilpin has had occasion to check the 
accuracy of his testimony, and his notarized statement is enclosed as additional 
testimony on this point. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOsePH L. RAuH, Jr. 


SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT OF DEWITT GILPIN TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INTERNAL SECURITY OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


During my testimony on July 3, 1957, I testified that I had no firsthand know]- 
edge that the UE was a Communist-controlled union. I was asked for my opinion 
on this subject and was also asked if the UE was expelled by the AFL-CIO as 
a Communist-controlled union. I answered that the UE was so expelled, but 
then added that I would like to check. I had been out of the labor-union move- 
ment for 7 years (4 in the Army and 3 in private employment) up to 1949. I 
returned to the FE a very short time prior to its merger with UE, and had no 
firsthand knowledge of the events leading up to the expulsion of the UE from 
the CIO. Since my testimony, I have checked on these facts. 

In 1949 10 CIO unions including the UE were charged by the CIO with poli- 
cies and activities consistently directed toward the achievement of the programs 
or purposes of the Communist Party rather than the objectives set forth in the 
constitution of the CIO. The FE had merged with the UE a short time before 
and consequently had passed out of existence as an independent organization 
and did not receive any charges nor was any action taken against the FE as an 
independent organization. The UE refused to answer the charges and resigned 
from the CIO. Simultaneously with the UE resignation, the CIO adopted a con- 
vention resolution expelling the UE on the basis of the charges issued. 

I told the committee that I would have to check my original statement that 
the UE was expelled as a Communist-controlled union because of these pro- 
cedural aspects. I was not and am not in any doubts as to the political aspects. 

To me, as “a sophisticated political person,” (to use the committee’s words) 
it was apparent that the UE followed the Communist Party line on the im- 
portant political issues of the moment, including the position of resisting the 
non-Communist oath requirement of the Taft-Hartley Act. It was the UE’s 
position on these issues, plus the UE’s policy of opposing trade-union unity, that 
led me and the leaders of the Harvester locals with whom I worked to break 
with the UE and seek affiliation with the UAW, it being our conviction, as I 
stated at the hearing, that the policies and programs of the UAW offered the 
right economic and political answers for myself and the Harvester workers. 

Since the affiliation of the former FE—-UE Harvester locals with the UAW, 
I have been the international representative servicing three of the locals in 
Chicago. In my work with these three locals I have publicly stated my opposi- 
tion to the Communist Party, and I will continue to do so. I am proud to say 
that these local unions under the UAW have a record of faithfully carrying 
out the policies of the international union, including the UAW’s opposition to 
the Communist Party and all other totalitarian groups. These locals have main- 
tained high wages and good working conditions without industrial strife, they 
have raised large sums for Hungarian relief, and they have actively supported 
our union’s position on foreign policy, civil rights ,and political actions. 

Dewitt GILPIN. 

WasHinorTon, D. C., August 3, 1957. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2d day of August, 1957. 

[SEAL] MARGARET T. WHISTON, 


Notary Public 
My commission expires November 14, 1961. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you attend the William L. Patterson rally at the 
UE hall, 37 South Ashland Avenue, Chicago, April 15, 1952? 

Mr. Gitrtn. I could, counsel, because that was the district office of 
the UE. I worked out of there. I may have been at that meeting. 
I assume that the union had something to do with it or they wouldn't 
have rented them the hall. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I have an identification from Mr. 
Mandel, our research director, about William L. Patterson ? 

Senator Hruska. Certainly. 

Mr. Manveu. William L. Patterson has run for office on the Com- 
munist Party ticket on a number of occasions and has been a leading 
Communist for a number of years. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the annual May Day rally of May 1, 
1952, at the People’s Auditorium at 2457 West Chicago Avenue / 

Mr. Gatr1n. Again I don’t want to not be cooperative on this ques- 
tion, but you asked me that in executive session and honestly I can’t 
remember that. I think I referred to another meeting held at my own 
union hall, which I said it seemed to me it would be very likely I was 
there, because it was being held at my own union hall and apparently 
had been rented by my local to that particular committee who is hold- 
ing the meeting. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Paul Robeson rally at Washington 
Park, Chicago, on July 12, 1953? 

Mr. Gitprn. Possibly. I stated before that I have attended meet- 
ings where Robeson sang and spoke. 

Mr. Morris. And the same for a Paul Robeson concert at the 
Chopin Center in Chicago sponsored by the Chicago Committee for 
Paul Robeson on October 31, 1954? 

Mr. Gitprn. I would give the same answer. 

Senator Hruska. What was the answer? 

Mr.'Gitrrn. The answer was, while I am not clear, the chronological 
order of dates, I am willing to say to you that I have attended meet- 
ings, I assume during this same period—I haven’t been following 
the dates too closely—when Paul Robeson sang and spoke. 

Mr. Morris. In the Communist Party, what kind of a unit were 
you attached to? 

Mr. Gitrprn. Again, going back into ancient history and hoping 
my memory is reliable—— 

Mr. Morris. You refer to this ancient history, but all these events 
led right down to 1954. 

Mr. Gitr1. But the events you referred to it seems to me it ought 
to be said for the record, don’t have any connection with the Commu- 
nist Party, nor connecting me with it. 

Mr. Morris. Certainly May Day rallies are connected with the 
Communist Party, aren’t they ? 

Mr. Gitr1n. Well, just on that, you know, the tradition of Harvester 
workers goes back to Haymarket, my own local does too. They rent 
halls to a lot of people and they are also, sir, interested in civil 
liberties. Just because Communists may sponsor civil liberties doesn’t 
make the sponsoring of civil liberties communistic, and I think that 
situation more or less exists in the attitude of my local leader, union 
leadership now. We are not going to let a Communist or the Commu- 
nist Party endorsement of civil liberties stop us from being for civil 
liberties. 
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Mr. Morris. This Civil Rights Congress, the May Day parades, 
they are organized by the Communists. They are Communist func- 
tions, are they not? 

Mr. Gitprn. Well, you have stated that. To my knowledge I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us what was the last unit you were in 
in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Giiprn. I don’t—as I recall, I did not operate in a unit. I was 
a paid official of the union. The dealings I had, and here we are 
speaking of the Chicago period, of course, I met with Communist 
functionaries, Morris Childs, Jack Johnstone, people of that type, 
and I was in no—in the period ending 1941 to the best of my recol- 
lection, I can’t recall an organized group of cells as you call it. It 
seems to me that my membership was more or less at large, and be- 

cause of the position I was occupying at that time, I dealt only with 
the top people in the party in that particular city. 

Mr. Morris. What was your assignment at that time? 

Mr. Grurrn. I had no assignment as such from the Communist 
Party. I was a Communist holding a trade-union position and carry- 
ing out my trade-union duties, and I have testified before that I used 
the Communist Party’s apparatus in organizing drives and strikes. 
If you go back to that period, sir, and try to unscramble what the 
party was for, and what the CIO was for, and the New Deal, it is not 
an easy thing. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony you weren’t a member of any unit? 

Mr. Gitrrn. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. You just worked directly with these Communist Party 
functionaries ¢ 

Mr. Giuprn. I think that would be true, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any knowledge that any official of the 
Farm Equipment Workers Union was a member of the Communist 
Party, any direct knowledge? 

Mr. Giprn. Yes. I would like to have the question rephrased. 

(Question read.) 

Mr. Gitrtn. In answer to the question, I refer to my opening state- 
ment, but I would add to that that I certainly had no present knowl- 
ege of anybody in that group. 

Mr. Morris. Well, present knowledge. When you were in the Farm 
Equipment Workers Union did you have any knowledge ? 

Mr. Gitrrn. Well, I have to stand on my opening statement with 
just the addition that none of the—if you are talking about officials, 
none of those people are currently in the labor mov ement. 

Mr. Morris. None of what ? 

Mr. Giirr. If you are talking about FE officials, officials of FE—— 

Mr. Morris (continuing). Or staff members. Any of them, to your 
knowledge. Were there any of them, to your knowledge while you 
were there, Communists? 

Mr. Gitprn. None of them are presently in the labor movement. 

Mr. Morris. I don’t mean presently. While you were in the Farm 
Squipment Workers Union. 

Mr. Grtrrn. I stand on my statement on that. 
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Mr. Morris. You mean you refuse to tell the committee; 
answer that question ? 

Mr. Gitrrn, Sir, I don’t think—well—too many opinions here. It 
doesn’t seem to me pertinent to the inquiry of the present situation, my 
being in the UAW. I will say this. Searching my memory—these 
people that I knew, sir, are al] out of the labor movement. I don’t 
think the question is pertinent. I stand on my opening statement, and, 
just so there is no confusion in the record here, even though Mr. Burns 
has testified that he was a member of the Communist Party, at the 
time I was in the union and up until ae time I left the party—the 
union to go into service—at that time I did not know Mr. Burns as a 
member of the Communist Party in the union. 

Senator Hruska. Does the Chair understand, then, that you refuse 
to answer whether or not the officers of the farm-equipment workers 
at the time you were a member were Communists or not ? 

Mr. Giverny. That is correct, sir, for the reasons already stated. 

Senator Hruska. Your objection is overruled, and you are directed 
to answer it, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Gitrrn. I respectfully decline, sir, for the reason stated. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when you were a field re presentat ive of the Farm 
Equipment W orkers U nion, was there any Communist Party official, 
to your knowledge, at that time who was active in the Farm E 1quip- 
ment Workers Union? 

Mr. Gitr1n. Would you repeat that, sir? 

(The question was read. ) 

Mr. Gitprn. What period is that, now # 

Mr. Morris. When were you the field representative / 

Mr. Gitrrn. I think from 1938 to 1941. 

Mr. Morris. Are there any persons who were Communist officials or 
Communists generally who were working in the Farm Equipment 
Workers Union ? 

Mr. Gitprn. It seems to me like the two questions are the same. I 
would have to give the same answer, the same—— 

Mr. Morris. Your first answer. 

Senator Hruska. And your answer is predicated on the first amend- 
ment and not on the fifth amendment; is that true? Your objection, 
rather ? 

Mr. Gitpry. Pardon me, sir. I am sorry. My answer is that my 
position is predicated on pertinence and the first amendment. 

Senator Hruska. The objection is overruled, and you are directed 
to answer. 

Mr. Gitprn. I respectfully decline, sor thie reasons stated. 

Mr. Morris. Now, when did the Farm Equipment Workers Union 
go into the UAW ? 

Mr. Gitpin. Well, I think I know what you want, but that question, 
I think, is wrong. At that time we went from the UE into the UAW. 
If you will recall the chronological order 

Mr. Morris. Will you descr ribe the c hronological order, briefly ? 

Mr. Gitrry. You asked me when the Harvester workers that I was 
associated with went into the DAW. 

Mr. Morris. And you answer is it went in via the UE? 
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Mr. Girrin. No. 

Mr. Morris. Well, just what is the answer ? 

Mr. Gitprn. March 1, 19—well, the agreement, I believe, was con- 
summated March 1, 1955, but the mechanics of carrying it out through 
labor-board elections, it took several months. 

Mr. Morris. What happened on March 1, 1955 ! 

Mr. Gitprn. Sir? 

Mr. Morris. What happened? Precisely what happened? 

Mr. Gitrry. Well, I think Mr. Burns has testified on that. I was 
not in all of the meetings that led to this move for affiliation. But 
what happened was a culmination of a policy that Burns and some 
of the other representatives had adopted, as he told you, deciding that 
the place that these workers could best be served economically was 
inthe UAW. 

Mr. Morris. That is, the farm-equipment workers ? 

Mr. Gitr1n. The Harvester local then in UE, whom we led into the 
UAW. 

Mr. Morris. Prior to the time they went into the UE, they were 
members of the Farm Equipment Workers Union. 

Mr. Gitrrn. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Then into the UE and then, on March 1, 1955, as the 
Harvester local of UE, went into UAW ? 

Mr. Gitrr. That is substantially correct. There is a timelag 
there. As I said, the mechanics of labor-board elections; each plant 
had to vote in a labor-board election. 

Mr. Morris. And you have also written articles for March of Labor; 
have you not? 

Mr. Gitrr1n. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Have you done that since March 1, 1955 ? 

Mr. Guvrrn. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I note you did write an article, The Man Who Becomes 
a Machine, in that particular magazine in November 19 

Mr. Giterx. November? 

Mr. Morrts. 1954. 

Mr. Girprn. That is correct. 

Mr. Morrts. Is that a Communist publication ? 

Mr. Gitrrn. I have no knowledge what it was. My own local, where 
[ carry my membership, and I think this would partly explain my 
connection, had subscribed to the magazine for all of its shop stewards. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I know these things are hard to be 
precise about, but I ask if you will call on Mr. Mandel to just describe 
the nature of the publication, March of Labor. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Mandel will proceed. 

Mr. Manvev. March of Labor is a labor magazine which was the 
subject of a special report by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities which described it as a Communist publication. It was 
for years edited by John Steuben, a leading member of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Gitrry. Well, I would have to—I am sorry. But I would like 
to say that, again, I want to state, as far as my knowledge is con- 
cerned—I am not arguing with the report—as far as my firsthand 
knowledge is concerned, I have no knowledge of that being a Commu- 
nist publication. 
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Senator Hruska. The Vy gave you no ce rtificate to the effect that they 
were a Communist paper ; did the ry 

Mr. Gitrrn. Not only that, sir, but they printed all kinds of articles 
about the labor movement in general; many of them very favorable to 
AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know John Steuben ? 

Mr. Gitprn. I have seen him at the union hall. 
connection with the magazine. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know he was a Communist ? 

Mr. Girrrn. I didn’t know. 

Mr. Morris. He acknowledged that before he died recently, that he 
wasa Communist. Did you know that ? 

Mr. Giiprn. Well, I assume you are asking me my firsthand knowl 
edge. 

Mr. Morrts. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Gitrrn. My answer is “No.” 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, you have testified that you left the 
party in 1941. By leaving the party, what do you mean; by surrender 
ing your card and stopping paying dues or breaking with it emotion- 
ally, as the language goes? Just what do you mean when you say you 
left the party in 1941? 

Mr. Grip. Well, I think it means all those things you said—lI 
stopped the mechanics. The date of my emotional break, that is a 
little harder to figure. I was in the Army 414 vears. I got out. 
How long that exact emotional break took I don’t know. T think 
GI's returning have a lot of emotional impacts about everything. But 
I testified that I had been out of the party and I testified that I 
I will testify that since getting out of service I have attended no 
neetings that were open only to Communists. I haven’t taken this 
me, paid dues or knowingly given them any money. 

Mr. Morris. Did the United Auto Workers know of your Commu 
nist Party membership at the time you entered the UAW ? 

Mr. Girrn. Well, the record shows it was quite a while ago. 
Whether they knew or not—because, for example, you brought out the 
fact that I was the correspondent for the Midwest Record. Whether 
there were any in the auto union knew that I don’t know. They 
could have. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know whether the UAW knew of your activ- 
ity with these organizations which I have described as Communist 
Party rallies, and like characterizations, going down to—and your 
writing for publications down as late as 1954 ? 

Mr. Gripin. Again, I don’t know about their knowledge. 

Mr. Morrts. I have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Allright. The witness is excused. 

The next witness, please. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Newhoff. 

Senator Hruska. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you 
are about to give to this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Newnorr. I do. 


He came there in 
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TESTIMONY OF ANDREW NEWHOFF, CHICAGO, ILL., ACCOM- 


PANIED BY JOSEPH L. RAUH, JR., AND DANIEL H. POLLITT, HIS 
ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Morris. Give your full name and address to the reporter, 
please. 

Mr. Newnorr. My name is Andrew Newhoff. My address is 5008 
South Dorchester Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Morris. And what is your business or profession / 

Mr. Newnorr. Mr. Chairman, before I answer questions, can | 
also read this statement which was introduced ¢ 

Senator Hruska. You may, if you choose, but we will consider it 
as having been read and it will be inserted in the record at this point 
as having been read by you, and it also was submitted on your behalf 


to the subcommittee yesterday, pursuant to the rules of the subcom- 
mittee. The record will so show. 


(The statement referred to is as follows :) 

I am here unwilling in response to the subpena of this committee. 

I have no information about current or recent Communist activity 
in the labor movement. In view of this, I do not believe this com- 
mittee has any authority to ask me questions about my past activities 
and associations under its resolution or under the Watkins decision. 

Despite my personal feelings on this matter, I am going to answer 
all questions about my own past activities, no matter how irrelevant 
or unconstitutional those questions may be. I do this in line with 
the policy which the United Automobile Workers has adopted that 
its staff members shall answer all questions put to them by a congres- 
sional committee about their own activities. I will not, however, name 
persons whom I knew long ago and subject them to public stigma 
and scorn. Identifying these men could not possibly aid this com- 
mittee or Congress in its legislative activities, and I most respectfully 
invoke my rights under the first amendment as to this type of question. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ¢ 

Mr. Newuorr. I am an international representative of the United 
Automobile Workers of America. 

Mr. Morris. In the Chicago region ¢ 

Mr. Newuorr. Well, not necessarily, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member 

Mr. Newnorr. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. Morris. When did you join the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Newuorr. I joined the Communist Party, according to my best 
recollection, around 1928. 

Mr. Morris. When did you leave the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Also according to my best come ‘tion, around 1939. 

Mr. Morris. What unit were you in, in 1939, when you left the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Newnorr. I have to correct that statement of unit. 

At the time when I was in the Communist Party there were no 
units. They were known as branches. 

Mr. Morris. What branch were you in at that time? 

Mr. Newnorr. It was a branch of the Communist Party, I think, in 
Minneapolis, on the north side. I am not exactly clear in my rind 


of the Communist Party ? 
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what part of the city it was, but it was one of the branches in Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the leader of that branch ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Who was the leader of that branch ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Newnorr. To be very candid, I wouldn’t remember. This is 
a long time ago, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Who made up that branch? What was the jurisdiction 
of it? Was it a neighborhood branch ? 

Mr. Newnorr. It was a neighborhood branch which met regularly 
each 2 weeks, at which people came to speak on various topics that 
were pertinent at the time. 

Mr. Morris. Did any union officials come and address that branch ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Not tomy knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, is it your testimony you left the Communist 
Party in 1939? 

Mr. Newnorr. 1939. 

However, I want to add to that, counsel, the fact that, as I stated 
in the executive session, my emotional and friendly ties with the party 
were not severed, that I went into the service right after the first 
break with the party—I mean, the break with the party—and that 
: served for 3 years in the United States Army, and when I came back 

I did attend a number of meetings, as you well know I testified to 
in the executive session. 

Mr. Morris. You attended meetings. Generally, what kind of 
meetings were they ? 

Mr. Newnorr. General popular meetings of all types, open meet- 
ings. 

Mr. Morris. What was your relationship with the Communist Party 
at. that time, the subsequent period, the postwar period? 

Mr. Newnorr. Well, should I say it would—to use the vernacular, 
I would say it would be called fellow traveler more than anything 
else. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the Lenin memorial meeting at the 
coliseum in Chicago on January 13, 1946? 

Mr. Newnorr. 1946. Well, I wouldn’t remember the exact date 
on that. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Lenin memorial meeting? 

Mr. Newnorr. I remember attending a Lenin memorial meeting; 
yes. 

Mr. Morris. In the coliseum ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Whether it was the coliseum or some hall, I will 
say I attended such meeting. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the May Day rally in Ashland Boule- 

rard Auditorium in Chicago on May 1, 19467 

Mr. Newnorr. I would say I was there. 

Mr. Morris. Did you speak and request collections to cover the 
expenses of Gerhardt Eisler at a meeting in the Viking Temple on 
January 17, 1947? 

Mr. Newnorr. I have already admitted that, sir; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you speak at a meeting sponsored by the 9th and 
10th congressional sections of the Communist Party, at the Viking 
Temple in Chicago, on March 13, 1947? 
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Mr. Newnorr. Did I what, sir? 

Mr. Morris. Speak at a meeting sponsored by the 9th and 10th 
congressional sections of the Communist Party at Viking Temple, 
Chicago, March 13, 1947. 

Mr. Newnorr. Well, now, you say did I speak there? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. We have been told that you spoke there. 

Mr. Newuorr. I did speak at an Eisler meeting. I remember that 
specifically. But this particular point I am not clear about. I don’t 
remember that. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Communist Party rally in the vicin- 
ity of Ashland Boulevard Auditorium on February 15, 1948? 

Mr. Newnorr. What was that, again? 

Mr. Morris. Attended a Communist Party rally in the vicinity of 
Ashland Boulevard Auditorium on February 15, 1948. 

Mr. Newnorr. Would you know what the rally was about, sir? I 
mean, if you know that. 

Mr. Morris. I am afraid I don’t know that. 

Mr. Newnorr. Well, then, I would have to say I wouldn’t remem- 
ber, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you take a part in the May Day rally in 
Union Park, Chicago, May 1, 1948? 

Mr. Newnorr. You see, you have asked me about one May Day 
meeting. 

Mr. Morris. This is later. 

Mr. Newnorr. It is very possible. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you attended more than one? 

Mr. Newnorr?. I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you organizational secretary of the Illinois 
Civil Rights Congress in 1951? 

Mr. NEwnorr, Organizational secretary? Is that the designation 
you have there, sir; organizational secretary ? 

Mr. Morris. That is the best of our information. On these cases 
I give you the best information. 

Mr. Newnorr. I was connected with the Civil Rights Congress. 

Mr. Morris. But you don’t know whether, technically, you were 
the organizational director. Did you do organizational work? 

Mr. Newnorr. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Did you work in the office of the American Peace 
Crusade, in June 1951? 

Mr. Newnorr. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in charge of the Civil Rights Congress ba- 
zaar, People’s Auditorium, December 12, 1951? 

Mr. Newnorr. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a Paul Robeson jubilee peace and 
freedom, Washington Park, June 1, 1951? 

Mr. Newnorr. I was at one of the Paul Robeson meetings. I know 
that. And it was an outdoor meeting in Washington Park. Whether 
it was that exact date or not, I can’t say. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, if you will bear with me, I have about 4 or 
5 more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the Civil Rights Congress carnival, 
People’s Auditorium, Chicago, December 6, 1952? . 

Mr. Newnorr. Carnival, you say ? 
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Mr. Morris. Civil Rights Congress carnival, People’s Auditorium, 
Chicago, December 6, 1952. 

Mr. Newuorr. I don’t remember a carnival, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Allright. Now, how about a Steve Nelson rally at the 
People’s Auditorium in Chicago, 2457 West Chicago Avenue, spon- 
sored jointly by the Civil Rights Congress and the Veterans of the 
Abraham Lincoln Brigade on April 4, 1953? 

Mr. Newnorr. Yes; I think I was there, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend the May Day rally at Labor Temple, 
1110, South Oakley Boulevard, Chicago, Ill., May 1, 1953? 

Mr. Newnorr. An indoor meeting, you say! An indoor meeting at 
where? 

Mr. Morris. Attended the May Day rally at Labor Temple, 1110, 
South Oakley Boulevard, Chicago, Ill., May 1, 1953? 

Mr. Newnorr. I wouldn’t remember that, sir. I don’t remember 
that particular one. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a meeting called Spare the Rosenbergs, 
at 410 South Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill., May 28, 1953? 

Mr. Newnorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And then did you attend the Sam Hammersmark birth 
day party at the Greek Workers Hall February 20, 1954? 

Mr. Newnorr. What was that? 

Mr. Morris. Sam Hammersmark’s birthday party. He isa Chicago 
Communist; is he not ? 

Mr. Newuorr. I have heard of him. 

Mr. Morris. These are concrete instances of things you engage in in 
your activity, what you call fellow traveling activity. 

Mr. Newnorr. I would say it would be that ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you consider yourself now a fellow traveler ? 

Mr. Newnorr. I do not, sir; by no means. 

Mr. Morris. When did you desist from being a fellow traveler ? 

Mr. Newuorr. Well, I desisted from being a fellow traveler several 
years ago because of the fact that I don’t agree with many of the ques- 
tions that have come to light in relation to the Communist movement 
with which I do not agree. 

Mr. Morris. Subsequent to 1954. 

Mr. Newnorr. I would say it was before that. Way before that, be- 
cause I broke with the Communist Party way before that, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You mean claimed friendly relations, as you say. 

Mr. Newuorr. Well, there were friendly relations based on my own 
feeling about certain civil-rights cases, sir. And certain questions 
that I also felt a kinship to. I was always connected with the civil- 
rights movement in this country, and that was the real reason for 
what one might call my fellow traveling. I use the word. It may 
not describe it adequately. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did the United Auto Workers know of this ac- 
tivity on your part when you became a staff member of the United 
Auto Workers ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Well, I guess not. But they know it now, I’m sure. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think in view of the witness’ responses, 
which have been—he has been very candid and direct as far as I am 
concerned, Senator. I have no more questions. 

Mr. Newuorr. Onething. May [state one thing? 











4096 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Senator Hruska. Yes. 

Mr. Newnorr. When you asked about the Sam Hammersmark 
question 

Mr. Morris. The birthday party. 

Mr. Newnorr. “Did you know that he was a Communist”—did you 
say that ? 

Mr. Morris. I mean, is he known asa Communist ? 

Mr. Newnorr. Well, I don’t know that, sir. I mean, all I know 
him as, or as I recall him was as a bookstore man. That is the only 
way I have seen his name connected with anything. 

Mr. Morris. Well, he is a— It a Communist bookstore that he has 
been associated with; is it not? 

Mr. Newnorr. I don’t know that, but I do know one thing, that 
Sam Hammersmark dates way back in the labor movement, so far 
as that is concerned, and that is how I have heard of him. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The witness is excused. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Senator Hruska. The Chair would like to observe that all three 
of these witnesses, although they have all testified that they quit the 
party at certain dates, yet our evidence shows, and some of their 
testimony indicates, that they have maintained some contact, and 
they have been friendly with many of the organizations sponsoring 

various Communist activities and affairs. And it is that area in w hich 
this committee will make further research and further investigation, 
because we believe it pertinent to the subject of inquiry and for our 
legislative needs. 

Mr. Ravuu. Wouldn’t it only be fair, Senator Hruska, to state for 
the record equally that there hasn’t been one bit of testimony or 
suggestion that any 1 of the 3 men at any time since they have become 
connected with the United Automobile Workers have attended any of 
the functions to which you referred, and that their conduct as repre- 
sentatives of the United Automobile Workers has not been in question 
here in any way, shape, or form / 

Senator Hruska. The record will speak for itself in that regard, 
and I think counsel has fairly stated that since March 1, 1955, there 
is an absence of testimony in that regard. I mention it only because 
they have asserted their privilege 1 under the first amendment and 
then by the very text of the record which we have, and part of which 
is in open testimony, as well as by their very apparent reluctance to 
testify, there is some reason to doubt whether there was such a com- 
plete break as that which they have testified to as of the time that they 
testified. 

Mr. Ravn. The record will also show that they answered every 
question except a few about ancient associations, going back as fur 
as 20 years. 

Senator Hruska. That—we will let the record speak on that, and the 
Chair has made his own observations as to the very evasive character 
of some of the testimony, and counsel may form his own judgment 
in that regard. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, there is a Mr. Albert Verri who was sub- 
penaed by the subcommittee to testify and we told his counsel that 
we were not ready to take his testimony at this time. 
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Now, I have been informed by counsel that he has come forth 
anyhow and is here to testify. 

Senator, I am not prepared. I haven’t gone into the case. The 
investigation on that particular subject is not completed by any means 
and I ask that he be directed to appear at a later date and not today. 
And he has been freely told that he was not to appear here today. 

Mr. Ravn. That is correct, Mr. Morris. We are not challenging 
that. He was here, and we thought simply you might be able to de: il 
with him. If not, can we get a date? 

Mr. Morris. You understand in many of these cases we have to make 
inquiry. The staff work necessary, as you can see for the first three 
witnesses 

Mr. Ravn. We have no argument on that score, I would like to say. 
I would just like to know the date whenever you are ready. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. We mentioned the name of Clair Feller last week 
connection with the testimony. She works in the Western Union Co. 
in New York and she was identified in the record. 

Pursuant to our practice, if any name comes up like that as someone 
who was identified as a Communist, we would like as much as possible 
to give them an opportunity to answer it. May we communicate on 
that? 

Senator Hruska. You may do so, and the committee will entertain 
any request on your part to appear before this committee at any reason- 
able time when we can accommodate her presence to make such state- 
ment or denial as she desires to do in that connection. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you. 


(Whereupon at 1 p. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene at 
the call of the Chair.) 

The following affidavit of Albert Verri was later received by the 
subcommittee and was ordered into the record on July 17, 1957: 


AFFIDAVIT 


Albert Verri, being duly sworn, deposes and says that: 

1. By subpena dated the 14th of June 1957, I was directed to appear on June 25, 
1957, before the Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Committee on the 
Judiciary of,the Senate of the United States. By telegram dated June 19, 1957, 
signed by Senator James O. Eastland, I was informed that my appearance be- 
fore the subcommittee had been postponed until Tuesday, Jyly 9, 1957. I was 
present at the hearings held before the subcommittee on July 3, 1957, when 
Messrs. Burns, Gilpin, and Newhoff were called as witnesses. At the close of 
that hearing there was some confusion as to the time of my appearance and my 
attorney, Daniel H. Pollitt, called William Rusher, associate counsel for the 
subcommittee, in my presence during the afternoon of July 3 and it was agreed 
between Pollitt and Rusher that I would appear on July 9, 1957, as scheduled 
unless I heard to the contrary. 

2. I appeared as directed on July 9, 1957, but no hearing was held. Instead, 
it was agreed that I would submit this notarized statement in lieu of testimony 
this morning. I shall conform this statement as closely as possible to the testi- 
mony given by Messrs. Burns, Gilpin, and Newhoff. 

3. My name is Albert Verri. 

4. I live at 2912 North Pine Grove, Chicago, Ill. 

5. Since March 1955, I have been employed as an international representative 
of the United Automobile Workers, coming in through the FE-UE route. 

6. I joined the Communist Party in 1939 and I left it in 1949. 

7. Since that time, I have not attended meetings open only to members of 
the Communist Party, I have not paid dues or made any contributions to the 
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Communist Party, and I have not accepted the discipline of the Communist 
Party. 

8. My break with the Communist Party started in 1946 and in 1946 I stopped 
regular attendance at meetings and I stopped periodic payment of dues. How- 
ever, I was still emotionally tied to the Communist Party until a final break 
in 1949. 

9. I started to break with the Communist Party because of their unrealistic 
position on the Marshall plan and aid to the underdeveloped countries and be- 
cause of the party-line decision to refrain from signing Taft-Hartley non- 
Communist affidavits. Last year I collected almost $1,000 to aid the Hun- 
garian refugees and in the course of my campaign to raise this money I spoke 
vehemently against the Communist dictatorship. 

10. Prior to and up to 1946 I belonged to an area branch of the Communist 
Party made up of housewives, students, professional people, business people, 
and rank-and-file shop workers. 

11. In 1949, when I left the Communist Party, I was attached to a neigh- 
borhood industrial branch of the Communist Party made up of rank-and-file 
shop workers. 

12. Up until 1946, I was a shop worker in South Bend, Ind., and my function 
as a Communist Party member was confined almost entirely to aiding the 
Government in its total war efforts against the enemies of our country. I 
worked actively in the shop and local union promoting programs to help win 
the war by increasing production and by combating inflation, discrimination, etc. 

13. From the latter part of 1946 until 1949, I was an organizer for the Farm 
Equipment Workers Union, CIO. My function as a Communist Party member at 
that time was to try to influence people in the union to adopt the policies of the 
Communist Party. During most of this 1946-49 period, I was assigned to 
different locations by the union for organizational purposes and I had little, if 
any, contact with the Communist Party. 

14. Since 1949, I have attended a very few meetings and rallies. One was a 
concert by Paul Robeson. Another was a demonstration in favor of the Rosen- 
bergs sponsored by the Rosenberg committee. As to this latter meeting, I had 
no prior intention of attending this meeting and in fact I did not even know it 
was scheduled. I was in the vicinity, saw it and joined in as a spectator. A 
third meeting was sponsored by a peace organization, whose name I do not 
recall, and I participated at the request of my union to explain why trade with 
China would decrease the then heavy unemployment in the farm-equipment 
industry. Another meeting was sponsored by the Negro labor council and I 
attended as an inactive participant. There were a few Civil Rights Congress 
meetings which I cannot recall too well and I think that is about the extent, since 
1949, of the association I have had with the type of groups about which this 
committee asked Messrs. Burns, Gilpin, and Newhoff. 

15. None of the persons I knew as Communists during my period of member- 
ship (1939-49) are presently employed by the Government or any labor union. 

16. I was present when Senator Hruska read his opening statement at the 
hearing on July 3, 1957, and since that time I have read it in the report of 
the proceeding. I have also heard and read the opening statements of Messrs. 
Burns, Gilpin, and Newhoff, and 1 adopt their opening statements as my own. 
I trust this affidavit will meet the needs of the subcommittee. 

ALBERT VERRI. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of July 1957. 

[SEAL] Mary C. Asay, Notary Public. 


My commission expires December 31, 1957. 


Xx 
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